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REPLY TO SECOND EXAMINER'S ANSWER 

With respect to the rejections of the appealed claims, applicants maintain their basic 
position set forth in the Appeal Brief filed November 20, 2006 and in the Reply to Examiner's 
Answer filed November 30, 2007. This Reply is addressed to arguments presented by the Examiner 
in a second Answer mailed November 13, 2009 ("Examiner's Second Answer"). 

In the Examiner's Second Answer it is stated that this Reply Brief must address each 
new ground of rejection presented in the Examiner's Second Answer. The only new ground of 
rejection presented in the Examiner's Second Answer was a prior art rejection applied to dependent 
claims 2 and 12. Applicant addresses this new ground of rejection below. 



Rejection of Dependent Claims 2 and 12 under 35 USC 102(b) over Ma 6.112.923 

As already set forth in the Appeal Brief, dependent claims 2 and 1 2 are not separately 
argued in this Appeal, and will stand or fall with parent claims 1 and 7. 

It is therefore believed and respectfully submitted that the rej ection of all claims 1-12 
should be reversed, and that these claims should be allowed. 

Please charge any fees associated with this submission to Account No. 50-4417 
(Rexam Plastic). 
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